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EDITORIAL NOTES 

“Watch ye, stand fast in the faith, quit you like men, be 
strong.”—1 Cor. 16: 13. 

The Word of God in many places gives us warning of 
the necessity to watch and take heed; and if we prayerfully 
look upon the condition of the world at large, and our own 
nation in particular, we will be convinced that if the Apostle 
Paul should come to us to-day he would doubtless give u» 
the same warning as he gave the Corinthians—“Watcen ye, 
stand fast in the faith, quit you like men, be strong.” 

Watch the signs of the times. See the sacred foundations 
of the religion of Jesus assailed, and listen to the warning 
which resounds from out the past with undiminished force— 
“Take heed lest thou serve other gods and worship them.” 

“The end of all things is at hand; . . . watch unto prayer.” 
Let us “make full proof of our ministry,” and let us “watch 
in all things,” because “blessed is he that watcheth,” saith 
the Holy One. The enemy has gained foothold everywhere ; 
the pulpit and the pew, the home and the street, commerce 
and politics. Millions upon millions are spiritually starving. 
In many pulpits the Christ crucified for the redemption of 
men is rejected. The shepherds of the flock often fail to 
apply to themselves the admonition of Paul in Acts 20: 28-31. 
“Take heed therefore unto yourselves and to all the flock 
over which the Holy Ghost hath made you overseers, to feed 
the Church of God, which He hath purchased with His own 
Blood. For I know this, that after my departing shall griev- 
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ous wolves enter in among you, not sparing the flock. Also 
of your own selves shall men arise, speaking perverse things 
to draw away disciples after them. Therefure watch and 
remember.” 

Among the professed followers of Christ and lovers of 
His cause and work there are those who have banished truth 
and justice and love from their hearts, so that they see 
nothing but themselves, their own petty interest and aggran- 
dizement, and are willing to sacrifice everything for the 
accomplishment of their own ends. These are they whom 
the enemy delights to use to retard the progress of Christ’s 
work, and bring to naught, if that were possible, the efforts 
of those who truly love His appearing. 

Turning to the political condition of the country, we are 
more than ever impressed with the need of sounding Paul’s 
trumpet-call. Let every believer and every patriot awake to 
vigilance and prepare to play the part of a man and a sol- 
dier in the battle of righteousness which is before us. Let 
him examine present political problems and take note of the 
fact that no candidate for office can secure his position with- 
out sacrificing some of the principles of our Constitution, 
which were founded upon the teachings of Christ. Let him 
study the history of our own days, for which no publication 
could be more timely than “Political Romanism,” by Chattin 


Bradway, and the little pamphlet, “The Church of Rome in 
American Politics,” 


from which the following paragraphs are 
quoted : 


“The Holy Father, sitting calmly in the chair of Peter 
(?) at Rome, has been studying diligently and earnestly the 
problem of the Church in America. ... He has come to 
the fixed conclusion that the future success of the Church 
throughout the entire earth, to a very large and vital extent, 
depends upon its conquest of America during the next dec- 
ade.” 

“It is for this reason that he has sent forth the command 


to his trusted generals everywhere to make America Catholic 
at any and all hazards... 
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“From his throne in the Vatican at Rome he is able to 
see the conditions in America, watch the contending forces 
and elements and note their actions and reactions in a man- 
ner and with a clearness of vision and a precision of judg- 
ment that are impossible to our sleeping sentinels and those 
who are here in the very heart and centre of the turmoil. He 
has watched with deepest concern and with sorrowful heart 
the struggle of the Church to hold its dominant position among 
the nations of Europe. Step by step he has seen his valiant 
clerical forces beaten back in Italy, France, Portugal, Spain 
and other dominant Catholic nations... . But here in 
America (the very heart and centre of all the political am- 
bitions and activities of the Church to-day) Catholics are 
working as never before in the entire history of the Church 
for the openly avowed purpose of making America Catholic 
in obedience to the command of the Holy Father at Rome. 
And this is because America has been selected by the Church 
as its final battle-ground, where it proposes to fight its last 
battle for the restoration of the temporal power.” 

“To-day, while Protestantism (generally speaking) is 
asleep on duty, . . . the Church of Rome is working day and 
night, laying its lines, digging its trenches and marshaling its 
forces to control the political situation and the destiny of 
America as a Catholic country. 

“The simple fact that under Civil Service rules and regu- 
lations at Washington something like seventy-five per cent. 
of all the employees of the Government (and this is true in 
every department of the Government service) are Catholic 
should awaken the most profound sleeper to the fact that 
we already are under Catholic control in a political sense. And 
this is true although there are less than 3,000,000 Catholic 
voters in the entire country. The question is, how and why 
do these comparatively very few voters control seventy-five per 
cent. of the government patronage ?” 

With the indisputable facts before us who can fail to real- 
ize that the time has come to face the situation—“quit us like 


men” and defend the nation against the evils that menace our 
liberties? 
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THE GUARDIANS OF LIBERTY 


- BY THE HON. CHARLES D. HAINES, 
Chief Guardian, Guardians of Liberty. 
“They are waking in the city, 
They are waking on the farm; 
They are waking in the mines and mill; 
And their hearts are full of pity, 


As they sound the loud alarm 
For the sleepers, who in darkness slumber still.” 


—Ella Wheeler Wilcox. 


For several months the work of the Guardians of Liberty 
has attracted the attention of thoughtful men and women in 
all sections of the country, hence it is not surprising that 
hostile criticism should have been expressed by those who 
have found their efforts impeded by its success. One of the 
most widely expressed criticisms of the organization is that 
it is hostile to a particular “religious sect.” Ground for this 
cannot, however, be found in its Declaration of Principles. 

As an organization the Guardians of Liberty has no relig- 
ious opinions at all. It does not regard the discussion of 
religious doctrines as within its sphere. If members of the 
papal hierarchy in this country have chosen to announce to 
the world a different interpretation of the following para- 
graph from General Nelson A. Miles’ letter to an enquirer, 
it is their affair and with them must rest the burden of 
substantiating such a construction: 


“If you believe our citizenship should be controlled by 
political machines and boss rule; if you believe in the destruc- 
tion of our free educational system; if you. or any of your 
associates believe in making the affairs of state subordinate 
to the dictation of your Church; if you or any of your asso- 
ciates believe in openly or secretly manipulating, controlling 
and dictating the political action of any portion of our citi- 
zens, in order that in time our Republic may become subject 
to and subservient to your Church, then there is a decided 
difference of opinion between us. We cherish the same prin- 
ciples maintained by Washington, Jefferson, Jackson, Lin- 
coln, Grant and the millions of patriots that have gone before.” 
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As a matter of fact, the Guardians of Liberty is no more 
hostile to the Roman Catholic “sect” than it would be to the 
Methodists or the Presbyterians, under certain circum- 
stances. If the men in control of either of those bodies ob- 
tained the presence of the President of the United States and 
members of his Cabinet, in their official capacity, at a purely 
sectarian public function in which no other religious body 
was either represented or interested; or if they demanded 
for certain ecclesiastics official “recognition” and precedence 
over men of exalted place in state and nation, merely because 
they received certain title and status in their own body; or 
if they had secured legislation in a number of states by which 
all work and business were suspended for the celebration of 
a purely sectarian festival, Columbus Day, especially if the 
man so honored was one whose personal, religious and polit- 
ical ideals were directly antagonistic to all forms of civil 
and religious liberty; or if at public religious celebrations 
they secured the presence of members of the armed forces 
of the United States, who “presented arms” at a certain stage 
of a purely sectarian service; under any of the contingencies 
stated above, we should regard those acts with the same 
resentment, if performed by heads of American Churches, 
as we do when those of a foreign Church are the actors. 

In the “Western Watchman” of June 6, 1912, Father Phe- 
lan, the editor, says in a sermon: “The Guardians of Liberty 
say that any American citizen who loves the pope and 
obeys the pope is an enemy of this country and must be 
crushed.” We challenge Father Phelan to prove that any 
such assertion was ever made by a responsible member of 
the Guardians of Liberty, or to produce any statement of 
the kind published by us. 

The Milwaukee “Catholic Citizen,” September 14, 1912, 
quotes the San Francisco “Monitor” as saying: “It is writ 
in the records of the Guardians of Liberty that no Catholic 
can be a patriotic American.” 

This statement is as false as the other, and the same 
challenge holds good, and this for the simple reason that 
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the Guardians of Liberty does not entertain the idea itself 
in any form: (1) because it doubts whether any consider- 
able percentage of the laity of the Roman Church knows the 
real nature and scope of the papal claims to universal tem- 
poral supremacy; and (2) because the purposes of the 
Guardians of Liberty are purely defensive, and its actions 
only deal with official acts by recognized representatives of 
the papacy, clerical or lay. 

After conceding that nobody knows exactly how far the 
Catholic laity would actually respond to the commands of 
the hierarchy in certain contingencies, the fact remains that 
we must assume that the average layman believes in the 
official teachings of his Church and does his best to live up 
to them. . 

The Rev. D. S. Phelan is the editor of the “Western 
Watchman” (St. Louis), and we understand that he is re- 
garded as the dean of the papal editors in this country. In 
his paper of June 30th was a sermon by him in which he 
said: ; 


“The American people are more afraid of her (the Roman 
Church) than any people of the world. Why are they afraid 
of the Catholic Church? They know what the Catholic 
Church means. It means . . . that the Catholics of the 
world love the Church more than anything else; that the 
Catholics of the world love the Church more than they do 
their own nation. . . . Tell us that we think more of 
the Church than we do of the United States; of course we 
do. Tell us that we are Catholics first and Americans or 
Englishmen afterward; of course we are. Tell us, in the 
conflict between the Church and the civil Government that 
we take the side of the Church; of course we do. Why, if 
the Government of the United States were at war with the 
Church, we would say to-morrow, to Hell with the Govern- 
ment of the United States! And if the Church and all the 
Governments of the world were at war, we would say, to 
Hell with the Governments of the world! They say that we 
are Catholics first and Americans decidly afterward. There 
is no doubt about it. . . . Because the Catholic Church 
is everything to all the Catholics of the world; they renounce 
all nationalities where there is a question of loyalty to her. 

Why is it the pope is such a tremendous power? 
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Why, the pope is the ruler of the world. All the emperors, 
all the kings, all the princes, all the presidents of the world 
to-day are as these altar boys of mine. The Catholics of the 
world are Catholics first and always; they are Americans, 
they are German, they are French, or they are English, 
afterward.” 


And in a sermon in the same paper, June 6, 1912, Father 
Phelan says: 


“Every Catholic says: ‘I am subject to my parish priest 
and I am subject to my bishop, but I am subject, above all, 
to the successor of Peter, the sovereign pontiff who rules 
in the see of Rome. He is the vicegerent of Jesus Christ, and 
in obeying him I am following the dictates of Jesus Christ.’” 


The position of the Roman Catholic layman being thus 
defined by a prominent priest of his own Church, we can 
learn from Pope Leo XIII the nature of the claims of the 
“sovereign pontiff” referred to above in relation to our Gov- 
ernment. In the Encyclical Immortale Dei, 1885, he says, 
referring to “all mankind, unhampered by any limit of either 
time or space,” . . . “Over this mighty multitude, God 


Himself set rulers with power to govern; and He has willed 
that one should be the head of all, and the chief and uner- 
ring teacher of truth.” (The “Great Encyclical Letters of 
Pope Leo XIII,” Benziger Brothers, New York, Printers to 
the Holy Apostolic See, Imprimatur of Archbishop Farley, 
p. 112.) <A few lines further on we read that “the Roman 
Church is a society chartered as of right divine, perfect in 
its nature and in its title to possess in itself and of itself, 
through the will and loving kindness of its Founder, all need- 
ful provision for its maintenance and action. And just as 
the end at which the Church aims is by far the noblest of 
ends, so is its authority the most exalted of all authority, 
nor can it be looked upon as inferior to the civil power, or 
in any manner dependent upon it.” 

But as these claims of state support and supreme author- 
ity of an alien pope are not yet acknowledged by all Ameri- 
cans, what is the duty of the loyal Catholic? Pope Leo sets 
it forth very plainly on page 132: “First and foremost it is 
the duty of all Catholics worthy of the name and wishful 
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to be known as most loving children of the Church to reject 
without swerving whatever is inconsistent with so fair a 
title; to make use of popular institutions, so far as can 
honestly be done, for the advancement of truth and right- 
eousness; to strive that liberty of action shall not transgress 
the bounds marked out by nature and the law of God, to 
endeavor to bring back all civil society to the pattern ‘and 
form of Christianity, which we have described.” 

In the Encyclical Longinque Oceani, 1895, this pope ex- 
pressly says that our Republic is not yet after the papal 
pattern, in these words: “It would be very erroneous to 
draw the conclusion that in America is to be sought the type 
of the most desirable status of the Church or that it would 
be universally lawful or expedient for the state and Church 
to be, as in America, dissevered and divorced. The fact that 
Catholicity with you is in good condition, nay, is even en- 
joying a prosperous growth, is by all means to be attributed 
to the fecundity with which God has endowed His Church, 
in virtue of which, unless men or circumstances interfere, 
she spontaneously expends, and propagates herself; but she 
would bring forth more abundant fruits if, in addition to 
liberty, she enjoyed the favor of the laws, and the patronage 
of the public authority” (pp. 323-24). 

Further, Catholics are not to judge for themselves as to 
how they can best “make use of popular institutions,” but 
they are to “follow the guidance of the apostolic see as 
their rule of life, and obey the bishops whom the Holy Ghost 
has placed to rule the Church of God” (p. 132). 

If these faithful Catholics “under the guidance of the 
apostolic see” ever “bring back” all our “civil society” to 
the papal pattern, we shall have papal supremacy over the 
state (p. 119), and we shall lose liberty of conscience, liberty 
of opinion, and liberty of the press (121). Equal recogni- 
tion of other Churches with the Roman is condemned on p. 
122; and the principle that sovereignty is vested in the peo- 
ple (on p. 123), as also liberty of worship. On p. 124 the 
separation of Church and state, education free from ecclesi- 


astical control and the supremacy of the state over the Church 
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are condemned, and Propositions XIX, XXXIX, LV, and 
LXXIX, of the Syllabus of Errors of Pope Pius IX (1864) 
(all condemnatory of American principles) are quoted and 
endorsed. So that practically all of our free institutions 
will have disappeared when the Government has been 
“brought back to the pattern described” by Pope Leo XIII. 

The Catholics themselves, however, will in that case lose 
the last of their liberties with the rest of us, because (pp. 
129-30) they are told that “as regards opinion, whatever the 
Roman pontiffs have taught, or shall hereafter teach, must 
be held with a firm grasp of mind, and as often as occasion 
requires, must be openly professed.” 

Above, then, we have the duty of American Roman Catho- 
lics plainly defined by a modern pope, with a picturesque 
description by Dr. Phelan of the people of this country, to 
whom Pope Leo speaks. 


The Guardians of Liberty are not missionaries of any 
form of non-Catholicism, seeking to shake the religious belief 
of any member of the Roman Church. As an organization, 


it has not even an opinion on such matters as transubstan- 
tiation, or auricular confession, so-called “sacraments,” infal- 
libility (either of the Roman Church or of the pope), or 
any other of its doctrines—except papal claims to temporal 
supremacy over all earthly rulers. 

With this exception, the Guardians of Liberty does not 
regard any man’s views upon religious doctrine as disquali- 
fication for public office, although there are doubtless indi- 
vidual members of the organization who do not relish the 
idea that any man representing them, say, in legislature, 
should, through the confessional, be influenced in his official 
acts by the opinion of his father confessor. 

Some of its critics have not hesitated to charge the Guard- 
ians of Liberty with being an organization for the promo- 
tion of “bigotry.” Nothing can be further from the facts. 

The Century Dictionary defines “bigotry” as “excessive 
zeal, or warmth in favor of a party, sect, or opinion; intol- 
erance of the opinion of others.” The Guardians of Liberty 
is not intolerant of the opinions of even the members of the 
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papal hierarchy; it is only when those agents of an alien 
potentate have translated their opinions contrary to our 
national institutions into political action that threatened the 
continuance of these, that the Guardians of Liberty has felt 
it necessary to make vigorous protest. In so far as it is 
animated by “zeal or warmth” that sentiment is felt with 
regard to the liberties of the whole nation—including the 
Roman Catholics themselves—and not in behalf of any party. 
sect, nor opinion. Few persons outside the Roman hierarchy 
would fail to recognize that as patriotism, or would think 
of calling it “bigotry.” If it is bigotry then the Guardians 
of Liberty have illustrious examples in all the founders of 
this Republic. 

As an organization it was called into existence and con- 
tinues to exist solely for the purpose of maintaining and 
defending American principles and civic and religious liberty, 
and not for any offensive purpose whatsoever. Its organiza- 
tion roll of over a million members is not militant but con- 
servative, not aggressive but educational. 

There can be no question that the members of the Roman 
hierarchy regard the activities of the Guardians of Liberty 
with disfavor, and with good reason. Their claim for “offi- 
cial” precedence in occasions having no connection with 
religion, the atiitude of the papacy toward the marriage laws 
of the states especially in respect of marriage between Prot- 
estants and Roman Catholics, their widespread interest in 
politics, apparent influence upon “bosses”; their demands, 
uttered through publications under their control, that the 
members of their Church should work together “to make of 
the United States, according to a dream no longer visionary, 
the first Catholic nation of the world,” go to make up the 
reasons why tens of thousands of thoughtful men and women 
of all religious beliefs, and some professing no religious con- 
victions at all, are giving heed to the warnings raised by the 
Guardians of Liberty. 

It should be clearly understood also that the charge of 
militancy lies against the Roman Catholic press and prelacy; 
it cannot be brought against the Protestant press or pulpit. 
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Long before the organization of the Guardians of Liberty, 
the initial militant work which led to the present situation 
had been begun by the Roman Catholics. We need only 
instance the public declaration of Archbishop Ireland that 
it is the God-given mission of the Roman Church to “make 
America Catholic,” and later that “the Church can never 
come to its own until there are more Catholics in Congress” ; 
the unceasing attacks upon the public schools, usually accom- 
panied by demands for state money for purely sectarian 
schools; the intrigues which have resulted in such actions 
by those who conduct the affairs of the federal Government, 
as the presence of the President of the United States and 
members of his official family—in their several official capa- 
cities—at purely sectarian functions, the presence of bodies 
of men belonging to the army and navy at purely sectarian 
services, and the “present arms” and “ruffle of drums” at 
certain points in such services, implying state recognition 
of such sectarian features, the official reception and turning 
out of the papal guard accorded at the Vatican to an Ameri- 
can officer who wore his military uniform instead of the cus- 
tomary civilian “evening dress,” when presenting a letter to 
the pope from President Taft; and the recognition of the 
claim of an ecclesiastic to “precedence” over the Governor 
of Massachusetts in the seating arrangement and on the 
speaking program at a banquet at which President Taft was 
present. This list is by no means complete, but will suffice 
to indicate the measure of success that has attended the 
efforts of the Roman hierarchy to nullify the American prin- 
ciple of the separation of Church and state. 

As showing another angle of the question two citations 
from separate organs can be quoted, the second forming a 
striking sequel to the first—all the more so because printed 
some time later. In the “Western Watchman” some time 
since, Father Phelan said: 

“We would like to rack and quarter Protestantism; we 
would like to impale it and hang it up for the crows to build 
nests of; we would like to tear it with pincers and pierce it 


with red-hot irons; we would like to fill it with molten lead 
and plunge it into hell fire a hundred fathoms deep.” 
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And in a recent issue of “The Tablet” (Brooklyn) ap- 
peared the following: 


“It must have been hard on General Miles when he stood 
on the stand for the unveiling of the Columbus statue in 
Washington to see Knights of Columbus pass by in parade. 
The swords of the fourth-degree men must have convinced 
him that the order is but waiting the opportunity to cut a 
path for the pope into the White House.” 


Altogether independent of the Guardians of Liberty and 
its conservative work of enlightenment, the various Prot- 
estant bodies throughout the country, stirred by the aggres- 
sive attitude and boastful declaration of the Catholic press 
and pulpit, have taken action at their national conferences 
and assemblies, at which they have adopted resolutions 
suited to the occasion. This is especially true of the Metho- 
dists, Presbyterians, Lutherans, Episcopalians, and we be- 
lieve practically all the larger denominations. In these reso- 
lutions they sounded a note of warning, pointing to the arro- 
gant claims and ambitious expectations of the Catholic 
hierarchy, in pursuance of its great plan to “make America 
Catholic.” With no bitterness against the members of the 
Catholic Church and no hostility to their religion, which they 
are as free to enjoy as other religionists in this Republic, the 
Protestant organizations solemnly protested against the 
political encroachment of Rome and the pernicious activity 
it has displayed in local, state and national politics. 

There can be no question that the present situation, of 
which for the moment the Guardians of Liberty is the cen- 
tre, has been created by a singular combination of a number 
of events, some of which at least have their origin in the 
struggles of so-called “Catholic” countries to rid themselves 
of the domination of the papacy. What these nations con- 
sider, after centuries of experience, and under practically no 
Protestant influence to be evil, cannot be good for this coun- 
try. The issues presented are of the gravest nature and merit 
not only the immediate attention but the most serious and 


thoughtful consideration on the part of every citizen of the 
United States. 
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LETTER TO CARDINAL GIBBONS 
VIII. 
My dear Cardinal: 

Your Church as an institution would be more worthy of 
the respect of honest men, in spite of all her other faults, if 
she did not claim that her pretensions are founded upon 
Divine authority. 

I do not hesitate to say, that her ungrounded assumptions 
of power and supremacy are accountable for the destruction 
of the true concept of Christianity, wherever her doctrines 
have been instilled, and I have not the slightest doubt that 
she will be fearfully judged, at the last, by those whom the 
“keys of St. Peter” have shut out from the Kingdom of 
Heaven, and by those whose sense of right and justice she 
has warped and whose minds she has corrupted. 

The widespread atheism, skepticism and materialism in 
Europe, the South American Republics, and wherever Roman 
Catholicism has been the recognized religion, are conclusive 
proof of the effects of her influence. Just as anarchism and 
socialism can be directly traced back to the despotism of 
kings and the nobility, modern intellectual errors and un- 
belief are the logical outcome of the spiritual despotism of 
Rome. He who studies with an impartial mind the history 
of the various forms of “free thought,” will perceive that 
they all originated in the effort to shake off the bondage of 
Rome. 

The leaders of these movements attacked Christianity 
becauce they failed to make a distinction between the Chris- 
tianity of Jesus and the Christianity of Rome. I firmly be- 
lieve that Voltaire would never have disputed the Divine 
authority of the Bible had he not looked at it through the 
eyes of Calmet, and had he been able to see in its teachings 
anything but the basis for the colossal tyranny of Rome 
over reason. In exalting reason he was forced to attack 
Christianity as presented by Rome. Neither would Renan 
have denied the divinity of Jesus Christ, if he had not been 
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taught at St. Sulpice that the papacy was founded by Him. 

And to-day we see that the tendency of many thinkers 
within your Church is the same—they cannot rid their minds 
of the idea that Christianity means Romanism, and when 
they shake themselves free from her shackles they fall into 
the opposite extreme of skepticism. 

Rome can only enforce submission by fostering fanati- 
cism and superstition, instilling fear, and, above all, keeping 
the people in the crassest ignorance of the true teachings of 
the Founder of Christianity. 

If we briefly compare some of the teachings of Jesus 
with the teachings and practise of the Roman Church, it will 
be plain to the least observant why her hierarchy (in spite 
of all you say to the contrary, Cardinal) is not willing to 
put the Scriptures into the hands of her people. 

When Jesus said, “I came not to be ministered unto but 
to minister,” could He have meant, “kings and princes shall 
bow before My vicar, and kiss his foot, and all the world 
shall serve Him”? But Rome says so. 

Jesus said, “Call no man your father upon earth; for 
one is your Father which is in Heaven.” Rome gives the 
blasphemous title of “Holy Father” to her chief pontiff. 
Jesus said, “Neither be ye called masters, for one is your 
Master, even Christ.” Rome says the pope is the “only infal- 
lible guide in faith and morals,” and the Church the only 
true mistress; so little by little through the ages she has 
set aside the simple teachings of our Master, Christ, and 
substituted a mass of man-made doctrines. Jesus said, “My 
yoke is easy, and My burden is light.” Rome’s yoke is 
“grievous to be borne,” her burden weighs down the spirits 
of men. Jesus said, “My Kingdom is not of this world.” 
The pope claims temporal sovereignty, as well as spiritual, 
to be his right. Jesus said, “Lay not up for yourselves treas- 
ures upon earth.” The hoarded treasures of the Vatican 
are worth millions upon millions. Jesus said, “Blessed are 
the poor in spirit.” Could He call the papal court blessed, 
with all its pomp and splendor and arrogance? Jesus said, 
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“Blessed are they that mourn, for they shall be comforted.” 
What comfort can there be to the Roman Catholic, haunted 
night and day by the thought of his beloved dead burning 
in the fires of purgatory? Jesus said, “Blessed are the meek, 
for they shall inherit the earth.” The princes of the Church, 
in contrast, claim political power, and “they love the upper- 
most rooms at feasts, and the chief seats in the synagogues, 
and greetings in the markets, and to be called of men, 
Rabbi!” Jesus said, “Blessed are they which do hunger 
and thirst after righteousness”—yes, blessed if they go to 
Him to be filled, but more miserable and forever unsatisfied 
if they seek to feed their souls upon Rome’s empty husks. 
Jesus said, “Blessed are the merciful”; Rome instituted the 
Inquisition, merciless and terrible, which tortured its vic- 
tims and burned them at the stake, for the sole offense of 
believing in that same merciful Jesus, and disbelieving their 
tyrants,* and to-day, though she cannot burn and torture 
them, she hurls her excommunications at those who stand 
for the cause of Him who said, “I am the Truth,” and holds 
in merciless and cruel fetters many who know not how to 
make their escape. 

Jesus said, “Blessed are the pure in heart, for they shall 
see God.” In every age some of the pure in heart, blessed 
with the beatific vision, as Savonarola, St. Theresa, St. Fran- 
cis of Assisi, the Reformers, have risen to denounce the 
corruption of the Church of Rome, which has been leading 
her farther and farther away from that vision. Jesus said, 
“Blessed are the peace-makers.” Rome, from the time she 
began to seek temporal power and made compact with Con- 
stantine, has been, not the peace-maker, but the instigator 
of all manner of strife, and her history is full of bloodshed. 


*In the Chronicles of the Capuchins, by Lisboa, now suppressed, 
speaking of Bernardino de’Occhino, the Savonarola of the Capuchins, 
the pious author warns the monks against the wiles of the devil, 
when he clothes himself as an angel of light. He tried to deceive Christ 
through the Scriptures, and he deceives men, through both the Scrip- 
tures and Christ. “There is no trial of the Holy Inquisition,” says he, 
“in which the heretics have not claimed to believe in Jesus and the 
Scriptures !” 
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She solicited the favor of the Empire, until she obtained 
from Justinian the law conferring upon the bishops the right 
to supervise all public functionaries. And with her under- 
hand methods she made these unpopular by leaving to the 
civil authorities the execution of oppressive and odious laws, 
and reserving the enforcement of beneficent measures to the 
priests. Thus she incited rebellion of the people against the 
Empire. And, filling Halay with blood, she acclaimed the 
entrance of the barbarians, which retarded civilization, in 
exchange for the promise of security to the papacy; which 
was given by Alaric and Geuseric, as long as they were not 
overshadowed, and could count on the maintenance of their 
power by means of formidable barbarian soldiery. The popes 
favored the Herules, as well as the Goths. I need not mul- 
tiply examples with which every student of history (note 
your so-called “pages of truth”) is familiar, of the long and 
terrible struggles between the European powers in which 
Rome played an active part. We could profitably take the 
time to follow her course step by step through the centuries. 
But suffice it to say that “this continues to be the policy of 
Catholicism—to utilize every force to establish itself in power 
and afterward to weaken all political power, all popular ener- 
gy, all vitality of race and intelligence; for otherwise is can- 
not subsist. It is an institution whose greatness demands 
the littleness of everything surrounding it.” (Lanfrey’s Polit- 
ical History of the Popes.) 

In France the pope is obliged by force of circumstances 
to admit and bless the Republic, but secretly instigates the 
partisans of the House of Bourbon to establish the mon- 
archy. Although he is the godfather of the children of Al- 
phonso XIII of Spain, by means of his emissaries, the priests 
and monks inspired by the Vatican, he is instigating the 
Carlists to rise to arms and throw Spain into the horrible 
convulsions of a civil war. 

In England he flatters the king with false promises of 
peace, and loyalty of the Roman Catholic subjects to the 
Crown, in order to obtain the change of the objectionable 
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clause in the coronation oath, and succeeds in so ingratiat- 
ing the representative of Rome, that Cardinal Bourne, re- 
cently elevated by the pope, made a state entry into the 
Westminster Cathedral, attended by the Mayor of London 
and the Mayor of Westminster, members of foreign em- 
bassies, and hosts of city officials, as reported in the “New 
York Herald,” January 22, 1912—a reception such as had 
not been seen in England since the time of the Reformation. 
And all the while Rome has-been instigating national dis- 
integration through the bill of Home Rule for Ireland. 

Rome has opened up for herself a full and free entry into 
the United States by songs of peace and harmony and dec- 
larations of loyalty to the Republic and Constitution, while 
already she is undermining Republican foundations and 
spreading her subtle influence in every direction, to such 
an extent that if God does not overturn her plans and machi- 
nations, the day is not far off when, because of her preten- 
sions, America will be the scene of a terrible social revo- 
lution. 


To him who prayerfully reads the Word of God, my 
dear Cardinal, the fact is apparent that your Church is not 
the Church of Jesus Christ, but has departed far from His 
principles and teachings. But we would still more clearly 
point this out to you and to others by bringing forward those 
historical problems, which Rome has settled according to her 


own will, in such a way as to further her own interests with- 
out regard to the truth. These will clearly show, in my opin- 
ion, that for the sake of the aggrandizement of the pope and 
the hierarchy, Rome is willing to immolate millions of souls 
without any scruples, and that it matters little what a man 
believes, provided he adheres to the Church and serves her 
purpose. 

Let us take first the question of the papal supremacy. 
In the creed of Pius IV, which every Catholic must swear 
to on pain of excommunication, and which every Protestant 
joining the Roman Church must sign, you say: 

“I acknowledge the Holy Catholic Apostolic Roman 
Church for the mother and mistress of all Churches, and I 
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promise true obedience to the bishop of Rome, successor of 
St. Peter, prince of the apostles and vicar of Jesus Christ.... 

“I do at this present freely profess and _ sincerely 
hold this true Catholic faith, without which no one can be 
saved, and I promise most constantly to retain and profess 
the same entire and, sustained with God’s assistance, to the 
end of my life.” 

Here you make the people swear to something about 
which the majority are ignorant, and which neither you your- 
self, nor your own historians, can prove; and yet you dare 
to exclude from the Kingdom of Heaven all those who are 
not willing to accept it. 

You say that Peter not only was prince of the apostles 
and vicar of Jesus Christ, but also that the bishop of Rome 
is his successor. How can you prove any of these state- 
ments? Was Peter ever pope? Was he ever in Rome? 

Let us glance over this subject as it is presented by your 
historians. MANUEL FERRANDO. 

In order to give our correspondents more space for their 
important articles upon the present political situation, we 
have cut short this letter, leaving the continuation of our 
subject for the next issue. 


THE POPE’S RELIGIOUS TEST FOR OFFICE 
BY CHARLES EATON, WATERLOO, N. H. 


“We teach and declare that . . . the power of jurisdiction 
of the Roman pontiff ... is immediate, to which all... 
both pastors and faithful, both individually and collectively 
are bound . . . by true obedience to submit not only in mat- 
ters which belong to faith and morals but also in those that 


appertain to the discipline of the Church throughout the 
world.” 


This is the decree of the pope’s supremacy over our neigh- 
bor, the Catholic voter; this is the papal python that coils 
around the neck of every Catholic citizen, whether he is on 
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the police force, or digging with a spade, or serving as your 
private secretary, or sitting on the judicial bench, or making 
laws for the city, state or nation. This authority is “imme- 
diate,” personal, this moment and every moment. This sub- 
jection to the pope is a dogma, not a mere idea or an opinion. 
Every Catholic must believe it or perdition awaits him; and 
every Catholic is “bound by true obedience to submit” to 
the pope in faith and morals and discipline, or down he goes 
to the deep gulf of Hell—if papal assertions are truths. The 
paragraph of the decree from which this blighting, degrading 
and enslaving dogma is quoted ends thus: “This is the teach- 
ing of Catholic truth from which no one can deviate without 
loss of faith and salvation.” 

This decree denies supreme jurisdiction to our states and 
federal Government over what is right and wrong. The pope 
says: “The Almighty has appointed the human race”—which 
includes all the people of the United States—‘“between two 
powers, the ecclesiastical and the civil, the one being set over 
divine and the other over human things. Each in its kind 
is supreme.” And Cardinal Gibbons says that neither “has 
a right to meddle in the affairs of the other.” You may fix 
the boundary of a state and the depth of a sewer; you may 
decide whether there shall be a state board of agriculture, 
and whether a city shall have electric lights and trolley-cars; 
you may decide about a tariff on sugar, a tax on whisky and 
about a toll on vessels on the Panama Canal. But you have 
no right to determine the marriage bond, to control the school 
book, to choose your associates, to speak your mind about 
priests and bishops and their deeds, to print your honest 
thoughts about ethics, morals and religion except under hier- 
archical censorship; you have no right to make laws govern- 
ing the press, the platform and the pulpit; you have no right 
to interpret the Bible, to espouse the creed you prefer, or with- 
hold your money from wine-bibbing, lustful priests; you have 
no right to respond to Jesus’ immortal appeal and judge what 
is right, or vote for the candidate you prefer. Under Cardi- 
nal Gibbons’ theory our forefathers uttered wicked heresy— 
a mortal sin—when they said we have the right to form gov- 
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ernment on “such principles” as seem best to us; they com- 
mitted a heinous crime when they said that Catholics and non- 
Catholics are accountable to God and not to man—whether 
priest or layman—for their religious belief. Our forefathers 
had no right according to Gibbons to let us “meddle” in the 
moral affairs of our country and judge what is right and 
wrong. 

To aid in the enforcement of this decree of papal supremacy 
and in the nullification of popular sovereignty the pope in 1890 
formulated a religious test of candidates for public office; for 
the pope says it is “the duty of every Catholic to make use 
of the political arms which he has in his hands to defend her 
[the Church], and also to compel politics to remain in its own 
domain, and, beyond rendering her [the Church] what is her 
-lue, to leave the Church alone.” This test was secretly used 
to defeat Harrison for the presidency in 1892; it was used in 
electing Roosevelt and Taft. Here is the test: 

“From God” — the pontiff always connects himself with 
God, as Dowie and Brigham Young used to do—‘from God 
has the duty been assigned to the Church . . . to interpose 
resistance at any time the state rule should run counter to 
religion. . . . And inasmuch as the destiny of the state depends 
mainly on the disposition of those who are at the head of 
affairs it follows that the Church cannot give countenance or 
favor” — notice the minute shading — “to those whom she 
knows to be imbued with a spirit of hostility to her, who refuse 
openly to respect her rights”—right to our tax-moneys for her 
fraudulent Philippine claims, for her hospitals, orphanages, 
houses of Good Shepherd and parochial schools—“who make it 
their aim and purpose to tear asunder the alliance that should 

. connect the interests of religion with those of the state. 
On the contrary, she is, as she is bound to be, the upholder 
of those who are themselves imbued with the right way of 
thinking as to the relation between Church and state. These 
precepts contain the abiding principle by which every Catholic 
should shape his conduct in regard to public life. In short, 
where the Church does not forbid taking part in public affairs” 
--think of the arrogance that dares to dictate the day when 
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citizens shall not take part in the affairs of their own country! 
—“it is fit and proper to give support to men of acknowledged 
worth, and who pledge themselves to deserve well in 
the Catholic cause, and on no account” — remember that !— 
“may it be allowed to prefer to them any such individuals as 
are hostile to religion.” 

Notice that moral excellence is not sufficient; to it a can- 
didate must by word or act “pledge himself to deserve well 
in the Catholic cause.” Has Wilson, like Roosevelt and Taft, 
given his pledge? Is Wilson “imbued,” like Taft, with the 
opinion that the United States should furnish free accommo- 
dations—rooms and fuel—for nuns to teach Indians; 
that the American people have no jurisdiction over 
faith and morals? no right to control the school book? 
no right to “meddle” with the affairs of the pope—challenge 
his decree of supremacy and fight his religious test for office? 
“Religion,” as used in the above test—it is used three times— 
means the Catholic religion. The extirpation of non-Catholic 
religions is a primary aim of the papacy. No pope ever inter- 
posed “resistance” to state “rule” because it ran counter tc 
Protestant churches. It is the state rule that favors freedom 
of religion that the pope is charged with the “duty” of resist- 
ing; and the candidate who best aids him and his prelates by 
obsequiousness and subservience—be it Taft, Wilson or Roose- 
velt—will receive the heartiest support from the priests. 

Should the Catholic layman be blamed for this religicus 
test at the ballot-box, or for the other invasions and tyrannies 
of the pope and his prelates? Certainly not. The layman had 
no more to do with the origin of the decrees and laws of the 
Church than the Southern slave had with the making of the 
statutory shackles that bound him. At all times we should 
tre:t a Catholic layman with sympathy and kindness, however 
much we may reprobate his bondage and castigate the despot- 
ism and impostures of his robed masters, and try to have him 
see the fetters on his mind and limbs, and try to have him 
break them asunder. If he aspires to office, and is honest and 
capable treat him as you do any non-Catholic candidate ini 
your party. Test all candidates by the Constitution of your 
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jam by the Constitution of the United States and by the 

issues of the election. The mischief done by Roosevelt and 
Taft is not in appointing honest Catholic laymen to office, but 
in bestowing honors upon the hierarchy and priests, and there- 
by increasing the strength of their despotic hands and extend- 
ing the influence of their disloyal teachings; and in awarding 
the hierarchy public moneys. The appointment of Cardinal 
Gibbons on the Indian Commission—oath-bound as he is to 
allegiance to the papal throne—was a most reprehensible in- 
consistency. The Catholic laity have served our country loy- 
ally in more ways than one; millions of them have broken the 
ecclesiastical shackles and are loyal to the sovereignty of the 
people in all the affairs of government. Though you deteat 
a Catholic for office the victorious non-Catholic may do more 
harm by his subservience to the priests than the Catholic 
would have done. The attitude of anti-clericals should be that 
of defenders of the Catholic layman. Garrison and Greeley 
fought slavery and the slaveholder, but not the slave. The 
entire argument against Romanism can be set forth without 
flinging a stone at a lay Catholic. By defending the layman 
we defend ourselves and our country. Though you deny the 
layman office the hierarchy is still preaching and teaching; 
still anathematizing and consigning citizens to Hell for loyalty 
to our country. Though President Taft had appointed Justice 
Hughes or Harlan to the chief justiceship instead of the Catho- 
lic, Justice White, Cardinal Gibbons would, as now, still be 
penalizing our marriage bond and bastardizing children; he 
would still be threatening citizens with Hell for associating 
with and worshiping with Protestants; he would still be deny- 
ing his countrymen the right to control the school-book; he 
would still be denying the people jurisdiction over faith and 
morals, and thus nullifying our Constitution and laws. Not 
until such aggressions are made odious will the peril from 
Romanism cease. It is the non-Catholic office-seekers, our 
mercenary editors and misguided Protestant clergy who shield 
and obscure the disloyalty and despotism of the hierarchy. 
Turn on the light; tell the truth; light and truth will make 
the deeds and teachings of the robed invaders odious. 


j 
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“It is the duty,” Cardinal Gibbons has declared, “of the 
leaders of political parties to express themselves without 
equivocation on the principles of religious freedom which un- 
derlie our Constitution.” This was sixteen years ago. In the 
years since then the astute primate has changed his tactics. 
Now he favors the still hunt; favors silence about the conflict 
between his Church and the people; he favors the secret use 
of his master’s religious test of candidates. But let all true 
Americans adhere to open, manly methods, and test every 
candidate by the fundamental principles of our Constitutions. 
The following questions are suggested: 

(1) Are you in favor of the people governing them- 
selves by such laws as seem best to them, or by laws 
that are dictated by a Protestant Church or dictated by 
the Catholic Church? (2) Our Constitution says that it 
and the laws thereunder are “the supreme law of the 
land.” Do you interpret this supremacy as covering the 
things belonging to morals, and the property of all churches, 
and the liberty and rights of all church members? (3) Our 
Constitution guarantees every state a “republican form 
of government.” Do you interpret this guarantee as in- 
cluding faith and morals within the jurisdiction of the 
people? (4) Our Constitution says that “the powers not 
granted to the United States . . . are reserved to the states 
respectively, or to the people.” Do you interpret this reser- 
vation as meaning that the people have supreme “power”— 
jurisdiction—over the marriage bond, over the school book, 
over the freedom of speech, press and worship? (5) Your state 
Constitution guarantees civil and religious liberty. Do you 
interpret this guarantee as including liberty of priests to con- 
sign Catholic citizens to Hell who use this liberty and become 
Protestants? use it and marry at our altars? use it and send 
children to the public schools? use it in freely speaking and 
printing honest opinions concerning faith and morals?—do 
you interpret this liberty as sanctioning priests in thus punish- 
ing people for thus using this liberty? (6) Our Constitution 
forbids depriving a person of liberty or property without trial 
in a civil court. Do you hold that this barrier should not 
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include a person who is under conventual vows and who de- 
sires to abandon the convent, but dares not disclose the fact? 
(7) Do you deny the averment in our Declaration of Inde- 
pendence that liberty is an “inalienable” right? and do you 
hold that conventual vows extinguish the right to revoke the 
vows and depart without waiting for the sanction of a 
superior? (8) The bishops who control lay Catholic societies 
have favored the use of the boycott in destroying the liveli- 
hood — the property — of publishers, merchants, professional 
men and men of other pursuits who openly oppose the papal 
priests in their efforts to divest Catholic and non-Catholic 
citizens of jurisdiction over faith and morals—openly oppose 
ecclesiastical impostures and usurpations. Do you justify this 
use of the boycott? or deem this use a violation of the con- 
stitutional prohibition against depriving persons of property 
without due process of law? (9) The right of petitioning our 
state and national legislatures is deemed sacred. Bishop 
Walsh, of Maine, threatened Catholic laymen with Hell, last 
year, for asking the Legislatute of Maine to vest church prop- 
erty—mostly paid for by laymen—in the laymen. Do you 


interpret the right of petition in your state as not including 
Catholic laymen? Or do you hold that ecclesiastical duties 
are superior to the right of petition? Or do you hold that 
the right of petitioning the civil legislature concerning church 


property and discipline runs “counter to religion,” and that 
ecclesiastics should ignore it or resist it? (10) The ecclesi- 
astical authorities controlling the parochial schools are asking 
for a share of our tax moneys to compensate them for teaching 
the children—our future citizens. Do you favor the payment of 
public moneys to ecclesiastics for teaching children that end- 
less torments await them if they use and honor the rights and 
institutions established for them by your state? (11) Are you- 
in favor of excluding Protestant and anti-Catholic papers and 
Tue CONVERTED CATHOLIC magazine from public libraries estab- 
lished for citizens of all opinions and supported by taxes on 
all property? (11) Are you in favor of excluding Catholic 
papers and books from libraries described in question eleven? 
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PROTESTANTISM—WHAT IT MEANS* 


I speak concerning Christ and the Church—Ephesians 5: 32 


5: “. 


BY THE REV. JAMES DAVID BURRELL, D.D., LL.D. 


T the outset let us correct a grave mistake as to the 

meaning of Protestantism, namely: that it suggests a 

denial of error rather than a positive declaration of 
truth. 

The word is from pro-testari, the primary meaning of which 
is to testify for or in behalf of. It was originally a legal term, 
applied to the offering of evidence. The witnesses in court 
were expected to testify both pro and contra; but the primary 
purpose of their evidence was the establishment of positive 
facts bearing on the matter in hand. 

In the necessity of the case, Protestantism has a negative as 
well as a positive side. All truth is a remonstrance against 
error. You cannot say, “This is a fair day” without denying, 
by implication that there is a lowering sky. The sun is a great 
Protestant. It protests against silence and solitude, owls and 
jackals, ghosts and specters and the whole world of darkness; 
but its protest is positive also, as witnessed in the break of 
day. There is a red glory in the East, the birds break into 
singing, the wheels of commerce begin to revolve and industry 
awakes in the throbbing centers of life. 

Christ himself was a Protestant; negatively when he pro- 
tested against the current evils of his time, against the super- 
ficial piety of the Scribes and Pharisees, against the wrongs and 
tyrannies of civil government; positively, when he protested for 
truth and righteousness, for liberty of mind and conscience, for 
faith and charity, and all things pertaining to the kingdom of 
God. 

By the same token, all Christians are Protestants; that is, 
they are witnesses against sin and for righteousness. In the 
last interview of Jesus with his disciples he said, “Ye shall be 
witnesses unto me, both in Jerusalem and all Judea, and in 
Samaria and unto the uttermost parts of the earth.” As such 


*\ sermon delivered by the Rev. David James Burrell, D.D., LL.D., in 
the Marble Collegiate Church, New York, Sunday, January 28, 1912. 
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we are sent forth to testify in the most positive manner re- 
specting all Christian truth. The Gospel is a case in court: we 
are the witnesses, and the people are the jury who sit in judg- 
ment on the evidence which we offer to sustain it. 

Paul was such a witness. In Ephesus he protested against 
the worship of Diana; but his negative testimony was merely 
incidental to his positive presentation of Christ. In Athens, 
where he spoke to the Stoics and Epicureans, he protested 
against the materialism of their philosophy but only to the end 
that he might positively urge the worship of the true God. In 
the Judgment Hall at Caesarea he denounced the sensuality of 
Felix, but reasoned so positively of “righteousness and temper- 
ance and judgment to come” that his august hearer trembled as 
he heard him. 

It is this positive side of Protestantism which I now wish to 
emphasize. Your attention is called, therefore, to the three 
credenda, or vital principles for which all true Protestants con- 
tend, saying, “Here I stand; I cannot otherwise; God help me!” 

The first of these is the sole Supremacy of Christ. We are 
Protestants because we are Christians; and we are Christians 
because we follow him. As his witnesses we protest for him as 
the Alpha and Omega of our faith. He is our Priest, our 
Prophet and our King. He is first, last, midst and all in all. 

He is our only Priest. In the old economy there were many 
priests, who ministered at many altars, and offered many sacri- 
fices for sin; but at the advent of Christ the elaborate cere- 
monial of Judiasm was done away because it was fulfilled in 
him. The types disappeared in the presence of their Antitype, 
as shadows vanish at the rising of the sun. The scaffolding 
was taken down when the building went up. 

The argument in these premises is elaborated in the Epistle 
to the Hebrews, where it is written, “Christ being come, an 
High Priest of good things to come, by a greater and more 
perfect tabernacle not made with hands, that is to say, not of 
this building, neither by the blood of goats and calves but by 
his own blood entered in once for all into the Holy Place, hav- 
ing obtained eternal redemption for us. For if the blood of 
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bulls and of goats and the ashes of an heifer sprinkling the un- 
clean, sanctified to the purifying of the flesh, how much more 
shall the blood of Christ, who through the eternal Spirit of- 
fered himself without spot to God, purge your conscience from 
dead works to serve the living God?” 

This is the so-called articulum, or fundamental premise of 
Protestantism. We have no priest but Christ; no altar but the 
cross, and no sacrifice but the sacrifice of Christ himself, as a 
Lamb without spot or blemish, offered “once for all.” 

It follows that he alone has power on earth to forgive sin. 
He reserves to himself the right of granting absolution in the 
words, “Thy sins be forgiven thee.” He is accessible to all; 
and the function of the ministry is not to intercept sinners on 
their way to Christ but to clear away all stumbling blocks and 
remove all obstacles, saying, “Behold, the Lamb of God!” 

He is our only Prophet, or teacher. As “disciples” we sit at 
his feet and learn of him. In our search for truth we fall into 
line with the wise men of the East; and the star, leading on to 
Bethlehem, brings us to a halt in the presence of Christ. A 
voice from heaven says, “This is my beloved Son; hear ye 
him!” 

So Christ becomes our infallible teacher. He speaks with 
authority: an authority which is from within; so that his “I 
say unto you” goes crashing through the corridors of tradition 
to the dismay of all teachers at odds with him. No man can 
stand between us and Christ who says, “I am the truth,” and 
“Come unto me.” 

We do no disrespect to historic creeds when we say that they 
are always to be subjected to the acid test of his teaching and 
received only in the measure in which they conform to it. 

And, again, the function of the ministry is to make the way 
clear and not to obstruct it. Let all ecclesiastical principalities 
and powers stand aside! Mediators? No. Intercessors? No. 
Confessors? No. Out upon all interference with the teach- 
ing of Christ! Our word is that of Diogenes who when asked 
by a passer-by if he could do anything for him, answered, 
“Only stand out of my light.” We would see Jesus; we would 
learn of him. 
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And he is our only King; so that his nod and beck are ulti- 
mate for us. 

His entry into Jerusalem on Palm Sunday had a profounder 
significance than the onlookers -gave it. He was dressed in 
homespun that day, and rode upon an ass; and dust covered pil- 
grims cast their garments before him. As he entered the city 
the people, leaning out of their windows and doorways asked: 
“Who is this?” The answer was, “Jesus of Nazareth.” But 
this Jesus of Nazareth had upon his vesture and his thigh a 
name written which they saw not; “King of kings and Lord of 
lords.” All who follow him become his subjects: as~he said, 
“Ye call me Lord and Master; and ye say well, for so I am.” 

The most distinguished conference in history was that which 
assembled on the Mount of Transfiguration. In the midst stood 
Jesus ; and with him were Moses, the representative of the Law; 
Elijah standing for the historic line of prophets; James and 
John the “sons of thunder,” and Peter the “man of stone.” 
Jesus was transfigured before them, so that “his countenance 
was changed and his raiment became white and dazzling.” His 
homespun fluttered aside and disclosed the King! The dis- 
ciples were overawed. It was Peter, ever impulsive and head- 
strong, who said, “Lord, let us make here three tabernacles: 
one for thee, one for Moses and one for Elias; but he wist 
not what he said. Then the luminous cloud lifted and, behold, 
Moses and Elijah had gone their way and the disciples “saw 
none but Jesus only.” 

In the Church it is ever so. “Jesus only!” Moses and Elijah, 
John, James and Peter, are all as nothing in his presence. We 
stand “for Christ’s Crown and Covenant;” for the sole head- 
ship of him who is King over all and blessed forever. 

The second of the great propositions which Protestantism 
contends for is the Bible, as an infallible rule of faith and 
practice. We receive it precisely as Christ stood for it. 


(To be continued.) 


“The words of the Lord Jesus Christ are full of power, and have 
hands and feet, and they repel all the assaults which the wisdom and 
cunning of wise men can make.”—Martin Luther. 
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TAFT AND THE GARB MUDDLE 


BY C. BRADWAY, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


President Taft has just made public his ruling on the 
“Garb Question,” a matter which has been seriously agi- 
tating religious and other circles for the past nine months. 
The subject has gained wide publicity, and, naturally, his 
decision has been anticipated with much interest by all con- 
cerned. 

The question was thrust upon the President by former 
Commissioner Valentine ordering that the teachers in the 
Indian Government schools should not wear a distinctive 
religious garb while engaged in lay duties as Government 
employees. Taft’s present ruling, which is said to be the 
“final step” in the controversy, is to the effect that it is 
proper for the nuns to continue in service as teachers in 
the Indian Government schools while wearing their religious 
garbs, but that no more teachers wearing such garbs are 
hereafter to be admitted to the Government service. 

It was to be expected that the President would decide 
in favor of the nuns, since it appears to have been the policy 
throughout his administration to favor the Roman Catholic 
hierarchy and all connected with it whenever possible. The 
ruling undoubtedly is a decisive victory for the Catholic 
Church. It may aid considerably Mr. Taft in his fight for 
re-election. 

The Issue.—Stated simply the issue is this: 

Indian Commissioner Valentine said it is fundamentally 
wrong for any teacher, present or future, to wear a religious 
garb while teaching in the Government schools. 

Taft says it is not wrong as far as the present teacher- 
nuns are concerned, but it would be wrong for any future 
teacher to wear a distinctive garb. In other words, the wear- 
ing of a religious garb is proper at one time and improper 
at another time—improper after the present teacher-nuns are 
dead and gone. 

It is needless to say that the people generally will agree 
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with Mr. Valentine in believing that what will be wrong 
in the future must be wrong in the present, conditions re- 
maining the same. 

The President urges (a) “the wearing of a distinctive 
religious garb is not a violation of any constitutional limita- 
tion with respect to religion; (b) that it does not violate 
the freedom of religion; (c) that it does not constitute an 
established religion, and (d) it does not prevent or impair 
the separation of Church and state.” Now, if the wearing 
of a religious garb by a teacher of a Government school is 
not, or does not do, the thing or things mentioned by the 
President, it is incumbent upon him to explain what makes 
the wearing of a religious garb improper and prohibitory 
some time in the future — after the last of the fifty-one 
teacher-nuns dies. If no one of the four factors above men- 
tioned operates as a valid reason for prohibiting the wearing 
of the garb, there must be some other reason, for the Presi- 
dent admits as much by prohibiting any new teacher from 
wearing the garb. Can the President come out frankly and 
state the reason without conceding one that would be valid 
against the present teachers? 

Taft’s sole excuse for ruling in a manner to retain the 
nuns and to incidentally make a sorry spectacle of himself, 
is the avoidance of hardship to the nuns in question, which 
would result if the Valentine order were revived. The Presi- 
dent’s statement says: “It appears that out of 2,000 teachers 
in the Indian schools there are fifty-one who wear the relig- 
ious garb” and “to direct them to give up their religious garb 
would necessarily cause their leaving the service because of 
the vows under which they have assumed the garb.” 

To save a handful of Government employees he is willing 
to perpetuate a wrong and to follow a policy which he 
acknowledges is contrary to the intent of Congress. In 
arriving at what he calls a “solution,” he admits that “it is 
evident from acts of Congress that it was and is the settled 
intention of Congress that the general education of the In- 
dians should be secular and non-sectarian.” He also admits 
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that the method of transferring the sectarian schools to the 
Government whereby the teachers wearing a distinctive garb 
were admitted to the Government service was “a mistaken 
one,” and yet he rules that these teachers -wearing a religious 
garb should be permitted to remain in the Government serv- 
ice, evidently to avoid the doing of hardships to them. 

Of course Commissioner Valentine’s order, if sustained, 
would have compelled the dropping of these fifty-one teach- 
ers, but it is by no means novel for departments of the fed- 
eral Government to issue orders whereby scores and, in some 
cases, hundreds of Government employees are decapitated in 
one fell sweep. Nobody knows this better than Mr. Taft. 
He has seen in other administrations, and in his own, orders 
issued that have thrown hosts of employees out of the Govern- 
ment service. Just why the President is so supersensitive, 
tender-hearted and solicitous about these fifty-one nuns, in 
view of the history of dismissals in departmental Washing- 
ton, is the question passing through many minds. His ruling, 
favorable to the Roman Catholics, has unquestionably a 
political significance, or the President is woefully ill-advised, 
or is sadly lacking in those judicial qualities of mind which 
Roosevelt once so highly lauded and admired. 

In deciding the question, Taft might also have gathered 
precedents from France and Portugal. Mere hardship to 
the Roman Catholic Church, its priests, nuns and various 
religious orders, did not stand in the way of the evolutionary 
process from Vatican slavery to religious liberty. These 
hardships were incidental to the new order of things. So, 
too, Commissioner Valentine’s order was an improvement, 
or evolutionary step, and though it would have worked hard- 
ship that hardship would have been insignificant compared 
to the dangers that surround the Government when the feel- 
ing of disregard for democratic principles pervaded its 
policies. 

Taft, by his ruling, is perpetuating a wrong—a wrong 
which he admits to exist but which he cannot avoid without 
sacrificing too much for his future. In various departments 
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of the Government it is the usual practise to correct wrongs 
or errors when they are discovered rather than to perpetu- 
ate them simply because hardship will result in particular 
instances. Taft is* therefore not following in this special 
case precedents of which he is fully aware. 

The outcome of his un-American, servile ruling will be 
that the pope will re-bless Taft and his family ; Cardinal Gib- 
bons will reiterate more warmly his opinion that Taft “has 
shown himself efficient in office and sincere in all his efforts,” 
and that he “should be given a second term”; Cardinal O’Con- 
nell will repeat, with greater enthusiasm that Taft is “a big- 
hearted and cool-headed statesman,” and Father Vaughan will 
again declare fervently the President is “a man, every inch of 
him.” Finally, Taft may have increased his hold on the 
priest-controlled portion of the Catholic vote. 

September 25, 1912. 


A Nun’s Vow vs. Our Constitution 


Notwithstanding President Taft’s oath to defend the Con- 
stitution of his country it looks as if he is more interested 
in defending the wardrobe-rules of nunneries and the vows 
of nuns. Our Constitution forbids Congress making any 
“law respecting an establishment of religion.” In conform- 
ing the education of the Indians to this prohibition Congress, 
twelve or fifteen years ago, passed a resolution, having the 
force of law, to “make no appropriation for education in any 
sectarian school,” for, to pay Protestants or Catholics who 
teach their religion to Indians by precepts or symbols, is an 
effective step toward an establishment of religion. As fifty- 
one Catholic nuns continued to disregard the policy of Con- 
gress and the principle of the Constitution, by wearing their 
conventual gowns and religious symbols, the Indian Com- 
missioner, several months since, notified them that at the 
beginning of the school year this Autumn they must be clad 
in non-religious garb in school hours, and also lay aside their 
symbols. The President promptly suspended the order, and 
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in September permanently countermanded it, with a proviso 
that hereafter no teachers thus clad and decorated shall be 
newly employed. In respect to the nuns still employed the 
President, in his countermand, says: “To direct them to give 
up their religious garb would necessarily cause their leaving 
the service because of their vows under which they have 
assumed the garb.” This justification implies that a nun’s 
vow, gown, head-gear and beads are predominant over our 
principle of separation of Church and state; this justification 
says that if the President’s obedience to our Constitution and 
laws throws a nun out of employment in Indian schools dis- 
obedience is the President’s duty. If the United States had 
been governed by the principle that personal vows are more 
sacred than its Constitution and laws it never could have 
annulled and criminated the vows of polygamous marriages. 
This countermand boldly declares to all non-Catholics in the 
United States—and they are 75,000,000 more in number than 
Catholics—that until these fifty-one nuns resign or die the 
revenues collected by the Government, directly or indirectly, 
from non-Catholics must contribute to the nun’s salaries. 
While the President forbids all teachers hereafter employed 
to wear a religious garb in school hours, he gives the nuns now 
in the service—and permitted to wear their garb—and all other 
teachers at present or hereafter employed the use of the Gov- 
ernment’s schoolrooms—rent and fuel free—in which to teach 
their respective Church doctrines. This donation links the 
Church with the Government treasury more effectively than is 
done by permitting nuns to wear their garb and symbols while 
teaching secular studies; this donation furnishes free accom- 
modations — paid for out of public moneys—to teach by 
plainly expressed precepts what is only indirectly indicated by 
garb and symbols. And it should never be overlooked that the 
precepts of the Catholic Church are destructive of our repub- 
lican form of government. The President says that this use of 
the schoolrooms leaves “to the various denominations . . . full 
opportunity ... to conduct religious education ... for chil- 
dren who themselves or through their parents have elected to 
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become members of such denomination.” This is speciousness. 
The fact is this free rent and free fuel give the priests and nuns 
“full opportunity” to coerce parents and children by religious 
terrors. “All are bound ”—‘bound” is the word—‘“to belong to 
the Church” is the dogma of the papacy. Children who have 
entered the Catholic Church under such an injunction have not 
“elected” to do so; children who are bound are not free ta elect— 
to open Government schoolrooms to nuns teaching children that 
they are bound to submit themselves to papal dictation or suffer 
eternal torments is to help prevent the “free exercise” of religion 
—it is doing what the first amendment of the Constitution forbids 
Congress to do.—C. E. 


CHRIST’S MISSION SERVICES 


Our Sunday afternoon services have been well attended. 

The Rev. Dr. Ferrando and his family returned from Porto 
Rico on October 1st. On Sunday afternoon, October 6th, many 
of the friends of Christ’s Mission came to greet them and bid 
them welcome home. Dr. Ferrando preached an able sermon 
on the peril of political Romanism. Bishop Rudolph, President 
of the Board of Trustees, was present and spoke, giving Dr. 
Ferrando hearty welcome back to the Mission. On October 
13th the Rev. Patrick Morgan, of Ottawa, Canada, was the 
speaker. Mr. Morgan is editor of “The Liberator,” an able 
monthly, published at Ottawa, in the same cause as that to 
which THe CONVERTED CATHOLIC is devoted, having a wide 
circulation. He was formerly of the Capuchin Friars. He 
had for his subject, “Why I Left the Church of Rome.” His 
address was most impressive, slowly delivered and deliberate in 
every word, intensely earnest, yet full of humor. He told the 
story of his life, and the steps by which he was led into a Ca- 
puchin monastery and out of it again; of his wanderings and 
many hardships while still a Romanist in belief, yet separated 
from his Church by his refusal to obey dishonorable rules; of 
his final conversion in the discovery of evangelical truth, and 
of his subsequent work as a missionary and liberator of his 
brethren. At this service the chapel was crowded and the peo- 
ple were deeply interested. Wie he 
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Rome’s Golden Candlestick Removed 
BY MRS, F. D. NELSON, 


“I saw seven golden candlesticks; and in the midst of the seven 
candlesticks ‘one like unto the Son of Man.”—Revelation 1: 12, 13. 

“Unto the angel of the church of Ephesus write: ... I have some- 
what against thee, because thou hast left thy first love.” 

“Remember, therefore, from whence thou art fallen, and repent, 
and do the first works; or else I will come quickly unto thee, and 
will remove thy candlestick out of his place, except thou repent.”’— 
Revelation 2: 1, 4, 5. 

Rome’s candlestick was once aglow 
With heav’nly light; 

She sinned and quenched it, long ago, 
In darkest night. 


For Satan, all earth’s glory placed 
Before her eyes, 

And she to worship him made haste, 
And seized the prize. 


Then darkness settled, black and thick, 
Upon her head, 

And God removed her candlestick, 
As He had said. 


To Ephesus this message came, 
Yet it applied 

To ev’ry Church whose Heav’n-lent flame 
In darkness died. 


None knew her Heav’nly light was out, 
But only they 

Who walked with God without a doubt, 
And missed its ray. 


Her gold and gems and scarlet pride 
Show what she is: 

‘The woman to the beast allied. 

She tries in vain her shame to hide; 


She’s not Christ’s true and spotless bride, 
And none of His. 
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Christ’s Mission Contributions 

The following contributions were received for the work of 
Christ’s Mission from September 17 to and including October 15, 
1912. Kindly inform us if any names are omitted that should be 
included in this list: 

J. G. Q, 50c.; J. A. M., $5; A. E. P., $10; A. O. O., $5.25; 
Mrs. F. A. S. C., 50c.; Mrs. J. C. B., $5; C. F. E., 50c.; Mrs. 
L. C. S., $1; J. S. S., $1; Mrs. C. A. W., $5.50; A. J. D., 50c.; 
Miss A. J. T., 10c.; J. W. McD., 25c.; Miss F. J. H., $198.50; 
Mrs. W. E. A., 50c.; Mrs. J. B. I., $1; Mrs. D. M. W., $8.50; 
H. E. W., $10; Miss J. E. T., $13.40; Mrs. C. A. U., $5; J. 
W. K., $2. 


The Converted Catholic 


Many are the kind words that have been written to us about 
Tue Convertep Catuotic under Dr. Ferrando’s editorship. A 
great number of requests have come to us during six months 
past for sample copies. There are few left-over copies of any 
issue. The August and September numbers are nearly all gone. 


A few days ago we received an order for one hundred copies of 
the September number, to be sent to one hundred different names. 
And we could not fill the order, for we have but a dozen copies 
left, though we printed the usual number. Friends desiring extra 
copies of the October number should send their orders early 
before the supply is exhausted. Single copies sell for fifteen cents 
each. In large orders of fifty or one hundred copies we will sell 
them for ten cents each for the purpose of advertisement. Back 
numbers from July and earlier sell for ten cents. Order copies 
to be sent to your friends and so help us increase the circulation. 
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